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So, collectively today, in the people’s
House, our House, we stand in the well
and we salute a distinguished Amer-
ican.

Mr. EVANS. Madam Speaker, | have
no further requests for time, and |
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Madam Speaker, | would like to
thank the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS) for his work on this, and |
would like to especially thank the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT)
for bringing this to our attention.

Having served with Mr. Mitchell
many, many years ago on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, it is truly a
pleasure to honor a great American
hero in this fashion.

Madam Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STumP) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1982, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
A bill to name the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs outpatient clinic in
Rome, New York, as the ‘“‘Donald J.
Mitchell Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Outpatient Clinic”’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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RECOGNIZING HEROES PLAZA IN
CITY OF PUEBLO, COLORADO, AS
HONORING RECIPIENTS OF
MEDAL OF HONOR

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 351)
recognizing Heroes Plaza in the City of
Pueblo, Colorado, as honoring recipi-
ents of the Medal of Honor.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 351

Whereas the Medal of Honor was estab-
lished by Congress in 1862 and is the highest
military declaration bestowed by the Nation;

Whereas the criteria for receiving the
Medal of Honor are extraordinarily strin-
gent, requiring that an individual, while a
member of the Armed Forces, have
“distinguish[ed] himself conspicuously by
gallantry and intrepidity at the risk of his
life above and beyond the call of duty’ while
engaged in combat and that there have been
at least two eyewitnesses to the act;

Whereas fewer than 155 of the approxi-
mately 3,500 Americans who have been
awarded the Medal of Honor are alive, in-
cluding two who are natives of the City of
Pueblo, Colorado;

Whereas the City of Pueblo, Colorado, will
be the site for the September 2000 reunion of
living recipients of the Medal of Honor; and

Whereas during that reunion, a Medal of
Honor memorial, to be known as ‘‘Heroes
Plaza’, will be dedicated: Now, therefore, be
it
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Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Heroes Plaza in the
City of Pueblo, Colorado, is recognized, effec-
tive as of the September 2000 reunion of liv-
ing Medal of Honor recipients in that city, as
honoring the recipients of the Medal of
Honor and honoring their commitment to
the United States and to serving in the
Armed Forces with courage, valor, and patri-
otism.

The SPEAKER pro tempore Mrs.
EMERSON). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentleman from Arizona Mr. STUMP)
and the gentleman from Illinois Mr.
EVANS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona Mr. STUMP).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
therein on H. Con. Res 351.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. STUMP asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, H. Con.
Res. 351, recognizes Heroes Plaza in the
City of Pueblo, Colorado, as honoring
recipients of the Medal of Honor. The
city will host the annual convention of
the Medal of Honor Society later this
year. | urge my colleagues to support
passage of H. Con. Res. 351.

Madam Speaker, | reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. EVANS. Madam Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Madam Speaker, | rise in strong sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 351. This resolution
recognizes Heroes Plaza in the City of
Pueblo, Colorado, as honoring the re-
cipients of the Congressional Medal of
Honor. During September of this year,
the City of Pueblo will be host to a re-
union of the living recipients of the
Congressional Medal of Honor. In con-
junction with this gathering, it is in-
deed fitting and appropriate to recog-
nize Heroes Plaza in Pueblo as hon-
oring the recipients of the Congres-
sional Medal of Honor.

I want to thank all Members who
have worked on this resolution. The
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS) is a leader in this effort, and
sometime | will have to get down to
Pueblo and see the program with the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS); and | salute him again for his
work on this issue.

Madam Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
MCINNIS), the sponsor of this resolu-
tion.

Mr. MCINNIS. Madam Speaker, first
of all, I would like to thank the chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
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STumP), for yielding me this time. | ap-
preciate the fact that he expedited this
resolution. Without his assistance, we
would not have been able to move for-
ward.

Madam Speaker, | also wish to ac-
knowledge the gentleman from lllinois
(Mr. EVANS) and appreciate very much
his cooperation, and | would whole-
heartedly invite the gentleman from II-
linois (Mr. EVANS) to Pueblo, Colorado,
but only based on a commitment from
him that he give me an extra day or
two to take him up into the mountains
and do a little skiing or see a little of
that snow, show him the third district.

Anyway, | appreciate the assistance
of both of these gentlemen. Clearly, the
resolution is very simple in its writing,
but it is very deep in its thought. Pueb-
lo, Colorado, has a population of 100,000
people; and of that population four of
them have received the Medal of
Honor, probably the highest number of
Medal of Honor winners proportionate
to population of any city in the coun-
try.

¥he City of Pueblo takes deep pride
in the military. Their schools incor-
porate, within their schools, what the
real definition of the word ‘“hero”
means.

The Medal of Honor winners, when
they come to Pueblo for these annual
dinners, take extra time and go around
to these schools. Many of these schools
are poor schools. They go around and
speak to these students, and | will say
it is really refreshing and relives or
brings back up a deep sense of patriot-
ism, for those of us who feel that it is
very important.

So this year, the City of Pueblo is
recognizing Heroes Plaza and have ac-
tually commissioned, and it is a very
expensive undertaking, but they have
commissioned four statues rep-
resenting each of the four Medal of
Honor winners of the City of Pueblo.

Unfortunately, two of those four
have passed away in the past year and
will not be present, obviously, for the
occasion in September; but, nonethe-
less, we expect a very large gathering,
and we think that this resolution adds
to the patriotism of that particular
gathering. So | do appreciate the expe-
dited schedule, again thanks to the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP),
thanks to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. Evans), and thanks to the Speak-
er pro tempore.

Mr. STUMP. Madam Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Madam Speaker, | would like at this
time to thank once again the gen-
tleman from Illlinois (Mr. EVANS) for all
his cooperation in bringing these bills
to the floor today, and also thank the
chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON), for allowing us to expe-
dite this measure today.

Madam Speaker, | yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
STumP) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 351.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 4654

Mr. McCNULTY. Madam Speaker, |
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 4654.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

INNOCENT CHILD PROTECTION ACT
OF 2000

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Madam Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 4888) to protect innocent
children.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4888

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Innocent
Child Protection Act of 2000"".

SEC. 2. PROTECTION OF INNOCENT CHILDREN.

It shall be unlawful for any authority,
military or civil, of the United States, a
State, or any district, possession, common-
wealth or other territory under the author-
ity of the United States to carry out a sen-
tence of death on a woman while she carries
a child in utero. In this section, the term
““child in utero” means a member of the spe-
cies homo sapiens, at any stage of develop-
ment, who is carried in the womb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. HUTCHINSON) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. HUTCHINSON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Madam Speaker,
| ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
therein on H.R. 4888, the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 4888 is the In-
nocent Child Protection Act of 2000,
which would make it unlawful for the
Federal Government or any State gov-
ernment to execute a woman while she
is pregnant. This legislation was intro-
duced by the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. Ros-Lehtinen) on July 19 and
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would fulfill the obligations of the
United States under the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

That covenant, which was ratified by
the United States in 1992 and has been
signed by 143 other countries, guaran-
tees certain civil and political rights to
all individuals within the jurisdiction
of the various nations, including the
right to be free from torture or cruel
and inhumane and degrading treatment
or punishment, the right to be free
from slavery, and the right to liberty
and security of person.

The covenant also guarantees the
right to freedom of expression,
thought, conscience and religion; but
of significance to today’s legislation,
article 6 of that covenant provides that
a sentence of death shall not be carried
out on a pregnant woman.

The United States agreed to this pro-
hibition and promised to respect and
ensure the rights recognized in the cov-
enant to all individuals subject to the
jurisdiction of the United States.

In addition, where not already pro-
vided for by existing legislation or by
other measures, the United States
agreed to take necessary steps to adopt
such legislative or other measures as
may be necessary to give effect to the
rights recognized in that covenant; and
so Congress, pursuant to that treaty,
enacted legislation in 1994 that prohib-
ited Federal executions of pregnant
women.

That statute codified the common-
law rule which had been recognized by
the United States Supreme Court in
Union Pacific Railway v. Botsford. In
that case, the Supreme Court explained
the common law barred execution of a
pregnant woman in order to guard
against the taking of the life of an un-
born child for the crime of the mother.

The majority of executions are car-
ried out by the States; and, therefore,
it appears that some States have no
statutory prohibition on executing
pregnant women; and for that reason it
is necessary to implement the treaty
for us to move forward with this legis-
lation. It is important that the posi-
tion of the United States be clear and
unambiguous.

Now let me address the constitu-
tional authority for this legislation. It
is well settled that Congress has the
authority to enact legislation imple-
menting treaties under the necessary
and proper clause of article | of the
Constitution, even if that legislation
interferes with matters that would oth-
erwise be left to the States. The Su-
preme Court addressed this issue in
Missouri v. Holland. In that case, the
United States entered into a treaty
with Great Britain in which both coun-
tries agreed to take certain steps to
protect migratory birds. After ratifica-
tion of the treaty, Congress enacted a
Federal statute prohibiting the Kkilling,
capturing or selling of certain migra-
tory birds, except as permitted by reg-
ulation of the Department of Agri-
culture. And so even though Missouri
challenged this new statute and as-
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serted the statute interfered with the
powers reserved to the States by the
10th amendment, the Court upheld im-
plementation of that treaty by statute.

In a similar way, the courts have fol-
lowed similar reasoning in upholding of
the Hostage-Taking Act, which was
again implemented pursuant to a trea-
ty; and so this is very appropriate that
we enter into this legislation today.

The situation, we might say, con-
templated by this legislation may
occur very rarely, but enactment of the
law is clearly worthwhile even if it has
the potential to save only one innocent
life. In recent years there have been 40
to 50 women at a time under state-im-
posed death sentences. As of January 1,
there were 51 women on death row in
the various States and 82 percent of
those women were age 45 or younger.

While it may seem unlikely that any
of these women would become preg-
nant, the fact is that incarcerated
women do become pregnant even in
maximum security facilities. As our
colleague, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY), pointed out dur-
ing a June 22 debate on a proposal to
remove the ban on the funding of abor-
tions by the Bureau of Prisons, we
know that women become pregnant in
prison from rape or from having a rela-
tionship with one of the guards. And in
his book, Into This Universe: The
Story of Human Birth, Dr. Alan
Guttmacher, the father of Planned Par-
enthood, recounted a story told to him
by a judge about a woman who ob-
tained two stays of execution after she
became pregnant twice through the
willing cooperation of her jailer.

It is not difficult to imagine this sce-
nario recurring, especially given the
fact that over 80 percent of the women
on death row are of child-bearing age.
This bill does not reflect any point of
view on the desirability or the appro-
priateness of the death penalty. Nor
does it have any relevance to other
pending legislation pertaining to DNA
evidence or other issues related to the
guilt or innocence of a person who has
been convicted of a crime. This bill
simply recognizes and fulfills this Con-
gress’ obligation under the Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Polit-
ical Rights, the treaty | referred to, to
protect innocent unborn children from
being executed with their mothers.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation.

Madam Speaker, |
ance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, it has been said that
legislative redundancy is a common sin
on the House floor but this bill makes
that sin unusually self-indulgent. The
execution of pregnant women is al-
ready illegal under Federal law, and it
is doubtful that this Supreme Court
would acknowledge our jurisdiction to
impose that dictum on State courts.

Let me read from Title 18, section
3596, implementation of death sen-
tence:

reserve the bal-
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